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their  liberty  against   the  whole world.113  He was, however, in
favour of 2, nonviolent army.119

I"-? police and che military are considered to be the limbs
cf law 5i: the modern democracy. The satyagrahi State stands
for the amputation of these limbs, particularly the military. The
police, though retained, will be transformed. Even ihough
Gandhiji concedes coercion, it is well to remember that he
retains it in the background io be used when non-violent
methods cannot be employed, that he prefers the lesser violence
of reformatory punishment to the greater violence of crime and
lawlessness and that this coercion is not the inadequacy of non-
violence but an evidence of human imperfection. A fully non-
violent man would be incapable of using violence and would
have no use for it. His non-violence would suffice under all
conditions.120 While conceding minimum coercion, as an idealist
he insists "that the use of force is wrong in whatever degree and
under whatever circumstances".121 He refuses to drag the ideal
to the level of the actual, for this course, he believes, is the only
way to the highest attainment.

The State will also perform the judicial function, though
according to Gandhiji as much of judicial work as possible
should be transferred to panchqyals, i.e., ad hoc arbitration
tribunals the personnel of which is usually determined by the
parties to the case. Gandhiji has an intimate personal knowledge
of the modern judicial system and its failings, having himself
practised as a barrister in South Africa and India. He is a severe
critic of the system and of lawyers and judges. The two are
"first cousins" and much of what he says about lawyers also
applies to judges. "The legal system teaches immorality.. . .The
lawyers. . .as a rule, advance quarrels, instead of repressing
them. . .their interest exists in multiplying disputes."122
According to him, they are not entitled to more fees than
labourers. As early as 1908 he discerned another great disservice
of lawyers to India. "Those who know anything of the Hindu-
Mohammedan quarrels know that they have been often clue to
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